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PROBLEMS INVOLVED IN THE NEW SOVIET PARTY PROGRAM 


Six months ago a plenary session of the Party Central Committee 
announced that a draft of the new Party program, prepared for the Twenty- 
second Party Congress this coming October, would be submitted to the 
Soviet people for discussion and possible emendations. With four months 
to go, the draft program has as yet to make its appearance, despite the 
fact that the decision to revise the old program was madein1952. A total 
of four articles published by the Soviet press so far merely review the 
preparation of the old Party program and give references todocuments upon 
which the new program is to be based. 


Analysis of these documents explains the secrecy surrounding the 
draft. Clearly, the main program assumptions clash with the realities of 
Soviet life. These contradictions between the program theses and Soviet 
life, if exposed to polemics in the Soviet press, would crystallize and be 
recognized as such. Forthis reason the Party cannot conform to Lenin's 
demand that the Party program be based on the realities of life. 


The writer of this analysis, Ivan Babich, was born in 1899 
in what now is the Ukrainian Soviet Sotialist Republic. In 1924 
he was graduated from the Kharkov Institute of Economics. 
Babich was a working newspaperman before his appointment in 
1931 as an instructor at the Kharkov Institute of Journalism. 
Five years later, Babich found himself a political prisoner in 
a Siberian labor camp. His imprisonment ended in 1940. As 
an emigre, Babich has made numerous contributions to the 
knowledge about the Soviet Union. Babich's research and 
journalistic activity have been devoted mainly to Soviet history 
and economics, fields in which he is best qualified by his 
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PROBLEMS INVOLVED IN THE NEW SOVIET PARTY PROGRAM 


by 
Ivan Babich 


A plenary meeting of the Party Central Committee announced on January 
7, 1961, that . the Twenty-second Party Congress would meet on October 
17, 1961, and that its main business would be the ratification of a new Party 
program. The plenum decided that a draft of the program should in the 
meantime be drawn up and published for nationwide discussion to enable 
changes and amendments to be made. Six months after the plenum and with 
only four months to go, there hasn't been a sign of the program or of its 
documentary basis in the Soviet press. Recently the newspapers hinted 
that the documents for the new program would be published in the near 
future. Yet,even if they appear shortly, the time loss cannot be made up. 


The delay in their publication is striking since the decision to revise 
the program was made as far back as 1952. The planning is in sharp 
contrast with the preparation of the first Party program. A special com- 
missicn to draft it was set up by the Seventh Party Congress in March 1918, 
and a year later, in March 1919, theEighth Party Congress ratified the 
draft program (KPSS V Rezolyutsiyakh I Resheniyakh Syezdov, Konferentsii 
I Plenumov TsK, The Communist Party of the Soviet Union in Resolutions 
and Decisions of Congresses, Conferences, and Plenums of the Central 
Committee, Moscow, 7th Edition, Part I, pp 406, 408). 


The decision to prepare the new Party program was made in October 
1952, when the Nineteenth Party Congress decided "to carry out a revision 
of the existing Party program..., to be submitted for examination at the 

next Congress of the Soviet Communist Party" (ibid., Part III, pp 594-95). 


(more) 


But when the Twentieth Congress met in January and February 1956, no 
program was submitted. This Congress again empowered the Central 

Committee to draw up a program, but the Twenty-first Congress, held at 
the beginning of 1959, again failed to consider it. 


One may well ask how, ina period of civil war, the harrassed Party 
found the time and the individuals to draw up and ratify a program ina 
single year, if in peacetime, with large numbers of well+rained specialists 
and theoreticians available, the compilation of a new Party program has 
dragged on for more than eight years. 


In the six months since the January 1961 plenum the Soviet press has 
published only three articles dealing with the Party program. The first 
was a lead article in the Central Committee organ Kommunist in March, 
"Toward the Twenty-Second Party Congress." Its last two pages dealt with 
the new program. The article did not discuss the problems involved in 
drafting the program but merely referred to the documents upon which the 
program is to be based, such as the basic directives in the declaration of 
the Conference of Representatives of 81 Communist and Workers! Parties, 
and Khrushchev's speech of January 6, 1961, at a meeting of Party 
organizations of the higher Party and scientific institutions in Moscow, 
"which dealt with the results of the November conference and will be 
reflected in the new Party program" (p. 7). An example of the general 
nature of the article is its statement that, 


While the present program was on the whole a program 
for the building of the first phase of Communism, the new 
program will concern itself with the creation of the second, 
higher phase. It sums up the experience of the building of 
Communism in the USSR and notes its immediate and long- 
range prospects (ibid. ). 


Three other articles on the program, published in Pravda (April 7, 
1961), in Kommunist (May 1961) and in Kommunist Ukrainy (May 1961), 
merely review the preparation of the old Party program and mention the 
new program only in the introductory and concluding remarks. The first 
two articles also list the materials which are to form the basis of the new 
program, including the declaration of the Conference of 81 Communist 
Parties, issued in November 1960, Khrushchev's speech of January 6, 

1961, and the decisions of the Twentieth and Twenty-first Party Congresses 
and Central Committee plenums- 


(more) 


It appears that neither the Party press nor the general Party member- 
ship has taken an active part in preparing the new program. It is being 
compiled behind the closed doors of the Central Committee. The function 
of the press will be merely to present and comment on what it receives from 
the Central Committee offices. Analysis of the availabie program documents 
explains this precedure. The problems raised by the various background 
documents for the new program are as follows: 


Socialism has already been buiit in the USSR, and the country is pass- 
ing from socialism to Communism. At the Twenty-first Party Congress 
Khrushchev declared: "Now that it has built a socialist society, the Soviet 
people has entered a new stage in historical development, when socialism 
will grow into Communism" (Pravda, January 28, 1260). 


The building of Communism requires, however, the creation of a new 
material and technical basis and the education of the new man for Communist 
society. The world socialist system must be strengthened, peace consolidated, 
and peaceful coexistence with the capitalist countries ensured. According to 
Khrushchev's statement at the Twenty-first Party Congress, the "building of 
Communism" involves the consolidation of kolkhoz and state farms of socialist 
property. Kolkhoz group property will become the property of the nation. 

The new Party will lead to "the absorption by the state of all branches of 
agriculture one after the other. As a resuit of the electrification, mechanization, 
and automation of agricultural production, there will be an even greater union - 

a fusion of the kolkhoz means of production with state means" (ibid. ). 

The boundaries between town and country will also be removed, a measure 

that looms large in the new Party program. 


An important theoretical problem is ‘the withering away of the state’ 
and its replacement by a form of Communist self-government. The Party 
program will have to declare that this process is now taking place in the 
USSR. It will aiso have to confirm Khrushchev's assertion that the decline 
of the state will be accompanied by increased importance of the Communist 
Party. Khrushchev's statement contradicts Stalin, who wrote thet "with 
the disappearance of classes, with the withering away of the dictatorship 
of the proletariat, the Party will also wither away'' (Voprosy Leninisma, 
Problems of Leninism, Moscow, 1946, p. 72). Lenin was of the same 
opinion as Stalin,naturally enough, since the Communist Party is a part 
of the regime, and as such is given legal status in the Soviet constitution. 
By "the withering away of the state, '' Marxism-Leninism means the withering 
away of a regime of one part of society over another, but Khrushchev has 
reduced the word "regime" to mean only ''the state, '' excluding the Party 
though it is the regime's main element. The decline of the state 
would amount to a replacement of one form of regime with another. The 
regime of the state would turn into the regime of the Party without having 
the state as a cover ~ this being the present arrangement. 
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The new Party program will also have to contain the law of social 
development. In a speech at the Twenty-first Party Congress, Premier 
Khrushchev enunciated "the law of proportional development according to 
plan, " as a result of which all the Soviet-Bloc states will even out their 
degree of backwardness and will all reach Communism at the same time. 


The weakness of these main program assumptions is that they are 
not in accord with reality. A few examples will suffice. The abolition 
of the machine-and-tractor stations and the sale of the machinery to the 
kolkhozes have led to an increase in commodity transactions based on the 
use of money. The present Party leaders declare that such a step does 
not run counter to the principles involved in the building of Communism, 
but rather, that it supports them.. Yet Stalin's treatise on the economic 
problems of socialism in the USSR, which the Nineteenth Party Congress 
has prescribed as a guide in preparing the new program (KPSS V 
Rezolyutsiyakh..., Part Ill, p. 595), states that "commercial distribution 
is incompatible with the transition from socialism to Communism... 
Hence the sphere of action of commodity turnover must be reduced un- 
waveringly, uninterruptedly, step by step...'' (Moscow, 1952, pp. 92 - 
94). 


Stalin may have been theoretically correct in saying that the transition 
to Communism cannot tolerate an increase in trade based on a circulating 
currency, but practice has shown that any reduction in the extent of trade 
transactions leads to economic depression. Thus the need to expand commerce 
in the Soviet economic system negates transition from socialism to Com- 
munism. The assertion that socialism has already been built in the USSR 
is not based on facts but dogma. Were the new program to be openly 
discussed, the Party would have to discuss this question. In 1954, 

Vyachesiav M. Molotov himself suggested that socialism had not yet been 
built in the USSR, he was overruled and compelled to recant. 


There are many cther self-contradictions in the Party's directives. 
It is being declared that the exploitation of man by man has been abolished 
in the USSR, yet a low standard of living accompanies a rather high level 
of productivity. It is postulated that the nationality question is being suc- 
cessfully solved, yet there is a growth in bourgeois nationalism. There 
are ''vestiges of capitalism'' among the present generation of Soviet youth - 
born under socialism and in isolation from influences of a capitalist society. 
These self-contradictions in the theory and practice of the building of a 
Communist society in the USSR make it clear that the present Party program 
cannot possibly conform to Lenin's demand that it be based on the realities 
of life. 
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